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with it if he can get it, and is in greater vigour when
he does. But this cannot be obtained without in-
flicting on animals whatever pain may be inevitable
in killing them; is it lawful for man to inflict this
pain ?

Now in this case the answer, as derived from the
analogy of the system of nature, seems very plain.
Man is under no moral obligation to become a vege-
tarian. But as the fact of the existence of animals of
prey, or of animals that are in part animals of prey,
and that live in part on a vegetable diet, gives
no sanction to wanton cruelty, so in slaughtering
animals for food we should avoid as far as possible
the infliction of pain.

These, things are so generally allowed that it may
seem almost puerile to have dwelt upon them. But
they naturally lead up to another question respect-
ing which opinions are by no means so nearly
unanimous.

When we lie upon a bed of pain or sickness,
which is often worse than pain, we feel how much
we should be ready to sacrifice if only we might be
well again. We should be ready enough to forgo
the use of animal food if we thought that the use of
a purely vegetable diet would lead to our recovery.

In such a case the physician or the surgeon, as
the case may be, does what he can to bring us back
to health. But the amount of what he can do